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Archaeological data: 
So many wonderful 
things.
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Archaeological data work:
Lot of people, lot of tools, 
lot of documentation.
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Huvila, I (2018) I. Ecology of archaeological information work In Huvila 
(ed.) Archeology and archaeological information work in the digital 
society. London: Routledge.

Making

Taking
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Community

epistemic distance

Huvila, I. Information making related information needs and the credibility of information: insiders, outsiders, reputation and epistemic 

distance. Information Research  25(4) at http://informationr.net/ir/25-4/isic2020/isic2002.html

To be an insider or outsider

5

BA

Data maker Data user
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CAPTURE
CApturing Paradata for documenTing 
data creation and Use for the 
REsearch of the future (CAPTURE)

CAPTURE investigates what 
information about the creation and 
use of research data that is 
paradata) is needed and how to 
capture enough of that information 
to make the data reusable in the 
future. 

www.uu.se/en/research/capture
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CAPTURE
Who we are
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Paradata
data about processes 
versus data about data
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Paradata 
needs and types
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Four types of paradata needs
1) Scope paradata  
2) Provenance paradata  
3) Methods paradata 
4) Knowledge organisation 
and representation paradata

Börjesson, L., Huvila, I., & Sköld, O. (2022). 
Information needs on research data creation. 
https://doi.org/10.18452/25234 (preprint)

Slide by Zanna Friberg
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Paradata types

Narratives

Actors

Methods

Photos 
and videos
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Much paradata is 
available in existing 
documentation.
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Documenting enough, 
not too much.
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More documentation

More (useful) information
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Documenting useful 
information.
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Needs and what paradata type 
are useful depends on who is 
about to do what.
Huvila, I. (2020). 
Information-making-related information needs and the 
credibility of information. Information Research, 25(4), paper 
isic2002. https://doi.org/10.47989/irisic2002

Huvila, I. (2022).
Improving the usefulness of research data with better paradata. 
Open Information Science, 6(1), 28–48. 
https://doi.org/10.1515/opis-2022-0129
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A quest for process 
transparency
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Where’s the problem?
(or is there a problem)

19

There is very little data (no 
I’m not joking)

Huvila, I. Awkwardness of becoming a boundary 
object: Mangle and materialities of reports, 
documentation data and the archaeological work
The Information Society, 2016, 32(4), 280-297
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Data is a poor 
boundary object.

Huvila, I. Awkwardness of becoming a boundary 
object: Mangle and materialities of reports, 
documentation data and the archaeological work
The Information Society, 2016, 32(4), 280-297
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Disclosure.
Hekman, S. 2010. The material of knowledge : 
feminist disclosures. Bloomington, IN: Indiana 
University Press. 
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Making processes 
‘transparent’?
(What is transparency 
anyway?)
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Hospitality?
C. Beghtol, A proposed ethical warrant for global 
knowledge representation and organization systems, 
Journal of Documentation 58(5) (2002) 507–532.
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Huvila, I. (2018). Ecology of archaeological information work. In I. Huvila (Ed.), Archaeology and 
Archaeological Information in the Digital Society (pp. 121–141). London: Routledge.

Hospitality
Hospitality

Data
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Cosmopolitics of 
hospitality

Candea, M., & Da Col, G. (2012). The return to 
hospitality. Journal of the Royal Anthropological 
Institute, 18(s1), S1–S19. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9655.2012.01757.x
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”The question, ultimately, is whether hospitality as a 
paradigm is capable of handling the cosmopolitical– a 
politics articulating a multiplicity of ontologies 
belonging to different beings each possessing 
‘masterhood’ over its own cosmos.”

Candea, M., & Da Col, G. (2012). The return to 
hospitality. Journal of the Royal Anthropological 
Institute, 18(s1), S1–S19. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9655.2012.01757.x
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Finding the historical place between 
the law of unconditional hospitality 
and conditional laws of right to 
hospitality?

Derrida, J. (1997). Cosmopolites de tous les pays, 
encore un effort! Galilée.
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Conclusion?
Datawork aiming at unconditional 
hospitality ≠ datawork following 
(some) conditional laws of right to 
hospitality.
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https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9655.2012.01757.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9655.2012.01757.x
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Where to go?
Finding such a place for real?
Pursuing to find such a place?
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It’s not about having more 
data.
It’s about understanding 
datawork.
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Börjesson, L., Sköld, O., Friberg, Z., Löwenborg, D., Pálsson, G., & Huvila, I. (2022). Re-purposing Excavation 
Database Content as Paradata: An Explorative Analysis of Paradata Identification Challenges and Opportunities. 
KULA: Knowledge Creation, Dissemination, and Preservation Studies, 6(3), Article 3. 
https://doi.org/10.18357/kula.221

”even if the lack of systematicity
caused problems, its apparent 
advantages raised concerns about
whether data can be made too
clean.”
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Good ideas?

• Homogenisation for known uses
• Systematisation of basic data 

structures with an option to extend 
them

• Description of vocabularies
– Thesauri, terminologies, word lists, 

descriptionss of terms

• Documentation of knowledge 
organisation and knowledge 
representation

• Description of silent  knowledge of 
”how things are done”

• Description of anomalies

Questionable ideas?

• Homogenisation with a clear aim
• Systematisation of how knowledge 

should or must be represented
• Systematisation of what knowledge 

can be created

• Cleaning for the sake of cleaning
• Forced templates
• Overdocumentation
• Belief in that all can/must be 

documented
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